condition of the roof.  In particular/ the 2-inch gap along
the clay vein was present at the time of rebolting and
remained unchanged thereafter with no widening.  Also the
deteriorated roof along both ribs had been present at the
time of rebolting and he did not see any change in this from
the day of rebolting until the citation was issued.  The
shift foreman went through the area twice a week or more.
With respect to the future installation of steel beams, the
shift foreman testified that the operator was going to put a
ramp in the next intersection inby this area which would
necessitate taking more off the corner and thereby taking
some support from the subject area.  Steel beams were going
to be installed for this reason and not because of the
subnormal nature of the roof.  The shift foreman admitted
that he did not tell the inspector this was the reason steel
beams were going to be installed.  The shift foreman did not
know exactly when the sloughing occurred, but he stated that
at the time of rebolting there already was some sloughage
from the ribs and that rebolting itself had caused some
more.  The sloughage had not been cleaned up at the time of
rebolting.

The operator's assistant supervisor who was the walkaround
accompanying the inspector on the day the citation was
issued, corroborated the shift foreman's testimony.  He also
stated that right after the area was mined through, a
determination was made to install extra roof supports and
this was done on March 13.  The assistant supervisor agreed
with the shift foreman that there was no change whatsoever
in the roof along the cutter or in the crack, from the time
of rebolting until the citation was issued.  He further
testified that he made it a specific point to go to the area
and recheck it, that he went at least twice a week and that
after the rebolting there was no additional sloughage.  The
assistant supervisor explained that the men whom the inspector
saw cleaning up were removing sloughage which had been there
from the time of rebolting.  According to the assistant
supervisor this was not a totally abnormal time for sloughage
to be left.

Finally, the operator's underground mine foreman
testified that he had ordered the additional rebolting and
he agreed with the statements of the shift foreman and the
assistant supervisor about the rebolting.  He also agreed
that the roof including the gap in the clay vein had not
changed after rebolting.  He stated that some of the sloughage
had been present before rebolting and some had been caused
by the rebolting itself.tive Law Judge
